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Conmmity Family Broadcasting, Inc.
8801 E. 63Dd Street
Kansas City, MO 64133
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1M REPLY REFER TO:

8920-LR

In re: NEW (EM), Lincoln, NE
Comnunity Family Broadcasting, Inc.
BPED-910319MA

NEW (EM), Keene, NE
Joy Public Broadcasting
Corporation

BPED-90062lMA

Dear Applicants:

Preliminary engineering reviews of the subject applications reveal that the
both applications propose use of the same antenna site. Thus the applications
are considered to be mutually exclusive as they now stand. Grant of either of
these applications would come only after a corrparative hearing.

The policy of the COrrmission is to avoid sending educational applications to
hearing, if at all possible, so that the substantial delays and expenses
involved in the hearing can be avoided. This policy finds its undeIpinnings
in the inability of many educational applicants to bear the costs (such as
legal fees) that they would incur in prosecuting mutually exclusive
applications through the hearing process.

Accordingly, we are taking this opportunity to make you aware of your;'
application's mutual exclusivity. we will withhold further action with
respect to the subject applications for a period of sixty (60) days so that
you have an owortunity to evaluate the situation and hopefully take such
steps as would remove the mutual exclusivity. Possible alternatives include
the use of directional antennas for mutual protection, decreases in operating
powers or antenna heights, and frequency changes to increase the spectral
separation of the proposed facilities. Share-tiIre agreerrents between mutually
exclusive educational applicants have also been errployed to avoid designating
their applications for hearing.



In addition, an engineering study based upon CST Bulletin No. 65, October, 1985
entitled "Evaluating Corcpliance with FCC-Specified Guidelines for Hunan
Exposure to Radiofrequency Radiation" reveals that the applicants did not
address the issue of potential occupational hazards caused by the proposed
facilities. Both applicants should explain what steps will be taken to limit
RF exposure to persons authorized to climb the tower. This amendment to each
application ITUlst be made within sixty days of the date of this letter.

In sun, we urge you to corrmunicate with each other concerning the ITUltual
exclusivity issue and, if possible, to amend your applications so as to remove
the present conflict between them. Action on these two applications will be
deferred for 60 days, to allow you the opportunity to negotiate. If no
response is received during this period, these applications will be designated
for a corrparative hearing. Please note that this letter does not imply any
judgement at this time as to the merits of the petition to deny filed by The
Orronicle Publishing Corrpany against the application of Joy Public Broadcasting
Corporation.

Sincerely,

Dennis Williams
Chief, EM Branch
Audio Services Division
Mass Media Bureau

cc: Reddy, Begley & Martin
Donald L. Markley
Richard L. Van Zandt
Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth


